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MODEL-BASED PLANNING WITH
MULTI-CAPACITY RESOURCES
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BACKGROUND

As processing power and memory capacity increase, a
need arises for control mechanisms that permit a machine to
fully exploit system capabilities. In the case of printers, pho-
tocopiers, and the like, conventional control mechanisms are
limited in the manner in which they process information,
allocate resources, perform jobs or tasks, etc. When designing
a control system for a machine, it is desirable to optimize
resource allocation and utilization in order to reduce cost and
increase throughput. For instance, a resource that is capable
of multiple concurrent allocations may be employed to pro-
vide improved performance in a machine, such as a printer or
photocopier. Traditionally, a single resource could be allo-
cated to a single component or for a single task ata given time.
However, in the case of multi-capacity resources (e.g.,
resources capable of multiple allocations at a given time),
control mechanisms to date have failed to provide planning
and scheduling mechanisms that optimize resource capacity.

For instance, some attempts at control optimization for
multi-function, multi-resource parallel-operation systems
have employed manually encoded rules, which to date have
not been concluded to be optimal or complete. Other
approaches, such as adding component descriptions to
responsibilities associated with a planning engine may be
functional but may lead to combinatorial challenges in plan-
ner performance. However, there exists an unmet need in the
art for systems and/or methodologies that facilitate optimiz-
ing multi-capacity resource utilization while minimizing
computational overhead to improve throughput and reduce
costs associated with machine control.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION

In accordance with various aspects described herein, sys-
tems and methods are described that facilitate model-based
planning of resource allocations using a multi-capacity
resource. For example, a method for machine control may
comprise evaluating a model of an ordered listing of alloca-
tions of a multi-capacity resource, selecting an insertion point
for a new allocation into the ordered listing of allocations of
the multi-capacity resource, posting one or more temporal
constraints that govern an order of execution of allocations,
and determining whether execution of the model is feasible
after insertion of the new allocation at the selected insertion
point. The method may further comprise storing the model for
comparison and/or execution if it is feasible, comparing a
plurality of models, each with a different selected insertion
point for the new allocation, and selecting a model for execu-
tion based on a level of feasibility relative to other models.
The one or more temporal constraints may comprise a first-
in-first-out constraint and/or a serial constraint that ensures
that an Nth preceding allocation is complete before the new
allocation is started, where N is an integer.

According to another feature described herein, a system
that facilitates model-based planning for a multi-capacity
resource may comprise a planner that selects an insertion
point for a new allocation into an ordering of existing alloca-
tions of the multi-capacity resource, a plan generator that
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specifies at least one temporal constraint on allocations of the
multi-capacity resource, and a plan tester that determines
whether a new ordering of allocations, which comprises the
new allocation at the selected insertion point, is feasible in
view of the specified constraints. The multi-capacity resource
may be a sheet buffer in a xerographic machine, the ordering
of allocations may be an ordering of pages to be passed
through the sheet buffer, and the new allocation may be a new
page that is inserted into the ordering of pages. Moreover, at
least one temporal constraint may comprise a first-in-first-out
(FIFO) constraint that ensures that a first page enters the sheet
buffer before a second page enters the sheet buffer, and leaves
the sheet buffer before the second page leaves the sheet butfer,
as well as a capacity-based constraint that ensures that a
maximum capacity associated with the sheet buffer is not
exceeded. The capacity-based constraint may stipulate that a
current page does not enter the sheet buffer until an Nth
preceding page has left the sheet buffer, where N is an integer
equal to the maximum capacity of the sheet buffer.

Yet another feature relates to a print platform, comprising
one or more xerographic components that execute instruc-
tions for performing a xerographic process, a planner that
selects an insertion point for a new allocation into an existing
allocation ordering of a multi-capacity resource, generates an
updated allocation ordering, and assigns at least one temporal
constraint to govern the allocation ordering, and a plan tester
that determines the feasibility of the updated allocation order-
ing as a function of whether the updated allocation ordering
violates those ordering temporal constraints. The temporal
constraints governing the allocation ordering may contain at
least a first-in-first-out (FIFO) constraint and a capacity con-
straint that delineates a maximum capacity for the multi-
capacity resource.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 illustrates a system that depicts a plurality of com-
ponents, such as may be employed in a universal production
printer with a color print sheet buffer;

FIG. 2 is an illustration of a set of events that represents a
plurality of permutations of potential planning schedules that
may be employed to insert a new allocation of a multi-capac-
ity resource into an existing ordering of allocations, in accor-
dance with various aspects;

FIG. 3 is an illustration of a methodology for planning
allocation orderings for a multi-capacity resource, in accor-
dance with one or more features described herein;

FIG. 4 illustrates a methodology for evaluating multiple
possible orderings of a set of events, such as allocations of a
multi-capacity resource, and selecting an optimal allocation
ordering, in accordance with one or more features disclosed
herein;

FIG. 5 is an illustration of a methodology for utilizing
temporal constraints to facilitate model-based planning for
multi-capacity resources; and

FIG. 6 is an illustration of a system that facilitates perform-
ing model-based planning for multi-capacity resource alloca-
tion, in accordance with various aspects.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

In accordance with various features described herein, a
framework is presented that extends current model-based
planning algorithms to mitigate a need for separate special-
ized software to handle a multi-capacity resource while
retaining the ability of an online planner to output optimal
plans. For example, by adding appropriate temporal points
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4

that represent multi-capacity resource allocations, and tem-
poral constraints there between, a planner may determine an
optimal manner in which to utilize the multi-capacity
resource, given an objective function. Modeling language
used by a planner may be analyzed to determine whether the
planner permits different tasks to share one or more
resources. In this manner, a model-based general-purpose
online planner may be used to optimally control multi-capac-
ity resources using temporal constraints.

With reference to FIG. 1, a system 100 is illustrated that
depicts a plurality of components, such as may be employed
in a universal production printer with a color print sheet
buffer. The system 100 comprises a paper source 102, which
may comprise one or more sheets of paper, and which is
operatively associated with a color engine 104 and an inserter
108. Paper from the paper source 102 may follow one of two
paths. For instance, paper may be routed from the paper
source 102 to the color print engine 104, and on to a color
print buffer 106, before entering the inserter 108. Addition-
ally or alternatively, paper may be routed directly from the
paper source 102 to the inserter 108 using the transporter 116
(e.g., bypassing the color engine 104 and the color print buffer
106).

Paper that has been routed directly from the paper source
102 to the inserter 108 may be passed to a black-and-white
print engine 110, then through a merger 112 that merges
black-and-white and color pages, before proceeding on to a
finisher 114 that finishes the document for presentation to a
user. Prior to insertion by inserter 108, paper may pass
through the transporter 116. Paper that has been routed
through the color print engine 104 and into the color print
buffer 106 for temporary storage until such time as the color-
printed page may be passed through the inserter 108 and the
transporter 118 and is merged by merger 112 with other
black-and-white pages that are printed by the black-and-
white engine 110. It will be appreciated that according to
other examples, a page may pass through all components of
the system 100 and may have both color portions and black-
and-white portions.

In conventional systems, although model-based planning
may be employed to explicitly handle resources, typically
such resources are in the form of “unit resources,” where tasks
can not share resources at the same time, as opposed to
multi-capacity resources, which may be shared by multiple
tasks or allocations. According to various features described
herein, a planning framework may be created to handle multi-
capacity resources in which different tasks can share a given
resource up to its capacity. This type of multi-capacity
resource with unrestricted allocation time can facilitate pro-
viding storage and buffer locations for materials in manufac-
turing domains, and thus may facilitate optimal usage of
multi-capacity resources. One application for such model-
based planning for multi-capacity resources is planning for
tightly-integrated parallel printing (TIPP), where a sheet
buffer, such as the color print sheet buffer(s) 106, can be
modeled as a multi-capacity resource to enable speeding up
printing jobs with mixed color and black-and-white sheets.
One example of how it can be done is to print color sheets
early using a slower color engine 104 and then quickly feed
them out of the temporary storage buffer 106 as needed to
merge with sheets printed by a faster B&W engine 110.

For example, when a manufacturing task requires a
resource allocation for a multi-capacity resource R with
capacity C, the planner may add temporal constraints
between the new allocation and the previous allocations on R
to guarantee that only up to C allocations can overlap at any
given moment in time. That is, C represents a maximum
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allowable capacity of overlapping allocations of resource R.
The planner may also select from all possible ways to add the
new resource allocation to find the one leading to an optimal
plan given any objective function. For example, if the objec-
tive function is to minimize overall end time to complete all
tasks, then the planner may try to arrange as many overlap-
ping resources as possible so that the resources are still within
capacity while allowing the tasks to finish as soon as possible.
The manner in which the planner adds and maintains tempo-
ral constraints between different allocations of multi-capacity
resources need not rule out any given potential solution and
need not change any property of the search algorithm used by
the planner, such as completeness or optimality.

Some continuous planning/re-planning systems work in an
on-line planning environment and deal with real-time con-
straints similar to a TIPP environment. However, such sys-
tems rely on user-defined local-rules to guide the planning
and plan-repair processes, which do not guarantee either
completeness or optimality. In contrast, the handling of multi-
capacity resources in model-based planning as discussed here
is generic, does not depend on local rules, and does not violate
the completeness or optimality of the underlying search algo-
rithm used.

Conventional systems and methods do not provide a gen-
eral-purpose planning system that handles multi-capacity
resources directly. Rather, a multi-capacity resource is typi-
cally handled by specialized solver or using a scheduler. By
way of adding appropriate time points representing multi-
capacity resource allocations and temporal constraints
between them, the planning algorithms and systems
described herein are able to determine an optimal manner in
which to use the multi-capacity resources (leading to an opti-
mal solution), given any objective function.

FIG. 2 is an illustration of a set of events 200 that represents
a plurality of permutations of potential planning schedules
that may be employed to insert a new allocation of a multi-
capacity resource into an existing ordering of allocations, in
accordance with various aspects. As described herein, plan-
ning involves choosing actions to achieve a given goal, and
scheduling involves deciding when the chosen actions should
take place. Planning and scheduling may be integrated to
facilitate making an informed decision regarding an optimal
plan. Constraints that are employed to solve scheduling prob-
lems may also be utilized as part of a constraint-based plan-
ning system. For instance, with regard to multi-capacity
resources, some actions may not be performed concurrently
due to resource unavailability. For example, a printer may
have a print buffer (e.g., a multi-capacity resource) where
pages accumulate as they await further action, and the buffer
may have a limited capacity. By utilizing a temporal database
and network wherein a plurality of constraints and allocation
orderings may be stored and evaluated, allocation scheduling/
planning models may be evaluated for feasibility to facilitate
model-based planning for optimized utilization of the multi-
capacity resource.

For simplicity of illustration, the resource allocations (e.g.,
of'a resource, R) are described as having a maximum capac-
ity, C, of 2, although any capacity may be employed in con-
junction with the various features set forth herein, as will be
appreciated. According to the example, a first allocation (1) is
depicted, for which there is only one possible ordering, or
model, 202. When a second allocation (2) is added, there are
two possible orderings: ordering 204, where allocation (2) is
inserted after allocation (1), and ordering 206, where alloca-
tion (2) is inserted before allocation (1). Note that the two
temporal constraints (solid arrows) do not prevent the two
allocations from overlapping each other in time, but rather
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6

they enforce that an allocation that starts earlier ends earlier.
For example, ordering 204 illustrates that allocation (1) may
start at time s; and end at time e,, while allocation (2) may
start at time s, and end at time e,. The solid arrow from s, to
e, is slanted slightly to the right (in positive time) to represent
the constraint that s, occurs after s; in time, and the solid
arrow from e, to e, indicates that allocation (1) is constrained
to end before allocation (2) ends. Thus, allocations (1) and (2)
are permitted to overlap in time so long as the constraints are
adhered to.

According to another example, ordering 204 may be
extended by adding another allocation (3), such that there are
three possible permutations of adding allocation (3), which
are shown in the scenarios 208, 210, and 212, respectively.
The new constraints added in each scenario (dashed arrows)
are constraints to ensure that, in any scenario, three consecu-
tive allocations cannot overlap over a single time point. A
planner employing such possible permutations to determine
an optimal ordering may select the optimal ordering for fur-
ther extension from among the new orderings.

To further the above example, the multi-capacity resource
may be a 2-sheet-capacity sheet buffer, and constraints may
be applied to ensure that only two allocations of the resource
are permitted to occur at a given time. For instance, the solid
arrows of 204 may represent a constraint that ensures that
allocation (1) comes before allocation (2). If a third allocation
is added, such as is depicted by ordering 208, then constraints
may be added to enforce a temporal ordering (straight dashed
arrows), as well as capacity (curved and dashed arrow), where
the capacity constraint ensures that only two sheets are
present in the sheet buffer at a given time. That is, the curved
dashed arrow 208, which extends from e, to s, represents a
constraint that allocation (1) ends before allocation (3) starts.
Thus, ordering 208 illustrates that a first sheet (1) enters the
buffer at a start time s, before a second sheet (2) enters the
buffer at its respective start time s,, and leaves the sheet buffer
atand end time e, before the second sheet leaves the buffer at
e,. Similarly, sheet (3) may not enter the buffer until sheet (2)
has entered the buffer, and may not leave the buffer until after
sheet (2) has left the buffer. The curved dashed arrow shows
that sheet (3) is further constrained not to enter the sheet
buffer until after sheet one has left the sheet buffer, in order to
enforce the two-sheet maximum allocation of the resource.

Orderings 210 and 212 illustrate other possible insertion
points for sheet (3). With regard to ordering 212, the solid
curved arrows represent the constraint shown in ordering 206,
which may become redundant when sheet (3) is inserted
between sheets (2) and (1). From a storage conservation
standpoint, such redundant constraints may be deleted from,
for instance, a constraint database in order to minimize stor-
age space therein. Additionally or alternatively, a redundant
constraint may be left in the constraint database in order to
avoid computational overhead associated with a typically
expensive deletion action. Furthermore, it will be appreciated
that multiple models, such as models 208, 210, and 212, may
be evaluated in parallel (e.g., rather than serially) if desired to
minimize processing time. It will further be appreciated that
any number of models and/or ordering permutations may
concurrently be evaluated for optimization purposes, and that
the described features are not limited to three models as
described with regard to the above example.

FIG. 3 is an illustration of a methodology 300 for planning
allocation orderings for a multi-capacity resource, in accor-
dance with one or more features described herein. At 302, an
ordering of existing allocations of a multi-capacity resource
may be determined and/or evaluated. For instance, the multi-
capacity resource may be a sheet buffer having a maximum
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capacity of N sheets, where N is an integer. At 304, an inser-
tion point for a new allocation (e.g., such as a page) may be
selected. Temporal constraints, such as those described above
with regard to FIG. 2, may be posted at 306. For instance, a
first temporal constraint may be added that requires a first-
in-first out ordering for allocations, such that an allocation
that begins using the multi-capacity resource prior to another
allocation may be constrained to finish using the resource
prior to the other allocation’s completion of use of the
resource. A second constraint may relate to ensuring that a
maximum capacity of the multi-capacity resource is not
exceeded. It will be appreciated that the foregoing constraints
are exemplary in nature and are not intended to limit the
number of constraints that may be posted for a given planning
session or the manner in which constraints operate to organize
allocations of a multi-capacity resource.

At 308, a determination may be made regarding whether
insertion of the new allocation at the selected insertion point
conflicts with a posted constraint (e.g., causes the constraint
to fail). If no post failure is determined to exist, then at 310 the
new ordering of allocations (with the new allocation inserted)
may be recorded as a feasible ordering of allocations, and the
method may revert to 304 for a further iteration of insertion
point selection, constraint posting, and ordering evaluation. If
it is determined at 308 that one or more posted constraints has
failed, then at 312 the new ordering may be recorded as
infeasible before the method reverts to 304 for evaluation of
another ordering with a different insertion point for the new
allocation. In this manner, multiple permutations of alloca-
tion orderings may be evaluated to facilitate selection of a
desirable ordering of allocations for the multi-capacity
resources. Moreover, although the evaluation of different
allocation orderings having different insertion points for a
new allocation are depicted as occurring serially through an
iterative method in FIGS. 3-5, it is to be understood that
multiple allocation orderings may be evaluated in parallel to
reduce processing time associated with evaluating various
ordering permutations of a given allocation set. For example,
the three permutations of models 208, 210, and 212 for the
addition of allocation (3) in FIG. 2 may be evaluated in
parallel to minimize processing time.

FIG. 4 illustrates a methodology 400 for evaluating mul-
tiple possible orderings of a set of events, such as allocations
of'a multi-capacity resource, and selecting an optimal alloca-
tion ordering, in accordance with one or more features dis-
closed herein. At 402, an extant ordering of existing alloca-
tions for a multi-capacity resource may be evaluated to
facilitate selecting an insertion point for a new allocation into
the ordering, which may occur at 404. At 406, one or more
temporal constraints may be specified, which govern the tim-
ing of the allocations relative to each other. At 408, a deter-
mination may be made regarding whether one or more of the
specified constraints has failed (e.g., whether the selected
insertion point results in a valid ordering. If the determination
at 408 indicates that none of the specified constraints has been
violated, then at 410 the new ordering may be recorded as a
feasible ordering and the method may revert to 404 for evalu-
ation of another ordering having a different insertion point for
the new allocation. If one or more specified constraints is
determined to be violated by the selected insertion point, then
the new ordering may be recorded as infeasible at 412, and the
method may revert to 404 for evaluation of another ordering
with a difference selected insertion point.

At 414 a comparison may be performed for new orderings
that have been recorded as feasible. An optimal ordering may
be selected and scheduled for execution at 416. According to
an example, two orderings that have been recorded as feasible

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

8

may be compared to determine which has a better value
relative to a predefined metric. For instance, a first feasible
ordering may have a shorter execution time given the set of
specified constraints, and may therefore be selected over a
second feasible ordering. It will be apparent to those of skill
that the metric(s) by which a feasible ordering is selected over
another feasible ordering is not limited to execution duration,
but rather may be any suitable metric for comparing two or
more feasible orderings and determining an optimal ordering
based on the metric.

FIG. 5 is an illustration of a methodology 500 for utilizing
temporal constraints to facilitate model-based planning for
multi-capacity resources. According to the figure, at 502, an
insertion point may be selected for a new allocation of a
multi-capacity resource in an existing ordering of multi-ca-
pacity resource allocations. For instance, the ordering of
existing allocations may be defined in terms of temporal
variables rather than absolute times. Thus, when a new allo-
cation is detected, the selection of an insertion point may be
relative to the timing of other allocations, and not necessarily
to a specific time. At 504, a first set of temporal constraints
may be posted, such as a set of first-in-first-out (FIFO) con-
straints, which ensure that an allocation that begins before
another allocation ends before the other allocation. The FIFO
constraints posted at 504 may additionally indicate the inser-
tion point of the new allocation relative to extant allocations
in the ordering.

At 506, a second set of temporal constraints may be added
to ensure that, at any given time, a maximum capacity asso-
ciated with the multi-capacity resource is not exceeded. For
example, if the multi-capacity resource is a sheet buffer in a
printer device, with a maximum capacity of 5 sheets, then the
constraint posted at 506 may ensure that the fifth sheet ahead
of'the current sheet (e.g., the new allocation) has left the sheet
buffer before the current sheet enters the buffer. A determi-
nation may be made at 508 regarding whether one or more of
the constraints has failed (e.g., whether the selected insertion
point for the new allocation results in an ordering that is not
feasible given the posted constraints). If not, then at 510 the
new ordering may be recorded (e.g., stored in a database) as a
feasible ordering. If one or more of the posted constraints has
failed, then at 512, the new ordering may be recorded as
infeasible.

FIG. 6 is an illustration of a system 600 that facilitates
performing model-based planning for multi-capacity
resource allocation, in accordance with various aspects. The
system 600 comprises a planner 602 that evaluates a multi-
capacity resource 604 and one or more allocations 606,-606,,
(collectively referred to as “allocations 606 hereinafter)
thereofto identify an existing ordering of allocations 606. It is
to be understood that the system 600 may comprise and/or be
employed in a variety of environments, such as an electronic
imaging environment, as well as a xerographic environment,
whereby one or more xerographic components are utilized to
perform a xerographic procedure or function. The planner
602 may comprise a plan generator 608, a plan tester 610, and
a constraint library 612, and may be associated with a
machine, such as a print platform as described above with
regard to FIG. 1. According to some aspects, a scheduler
(indicated by dotted line 601) may be provided with planning
capability such as is described with regard to the planner 602.
For instance, the scheduler may be operatively associated
with the planner 602 to handle multi-capacity resources, and
may utilize a continuous quantity handled by a general-pur-
pose academic planner to approximate multi-capacity
resources.
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The plan generator 608 may select an insertion point for a
new allocation of the multi-capacity resource, as detailed
above with regard to the preceding figures, and may access
the constraint library 612 to specify one or more constraints to
govern the execution of the ordering of allocations with the
inserted new allocation. For instance, constraints may com-
prise temporal constraints (e.g., FIFO, LIFO, etc.), capacity
constraints (e.g., maximum of N allocations at a given time,
where N is an integer), and the like. The plan tester 612 may
evaluate a given ordering of allocations, after insertion of the
new allocation, against constraints posted by the plan genera-
tor 608, to determine whether a given allocation ordering
model is valid. Valid models 616 may be store in a memory
614 for later evaluation and/or implementation by planner
602.

According to an example, non-deterministic pseudo-code
for allocating on a FIFO multi-capacity resource may com-
prise, without being limited to:

1. Given existing ordered list of existing allocations (s, ,e, ),
(52,€5), - - - (5,,,€,,), select a place to insert the new allo-
cation: point (s;,e,).

2. Post temporal constraints s;_,—s,, €,_;—>¢;, s,~>s,,; and
e,—e¢,, , to enforce the order.

3. Post temporal constraint e,—>s,, . for all j such that
(1-C)=j=(1+C), to ensure that for every allocation, the
allocation is finished before the Cth one ahead of it
starts. (If any of these allocations doesn’t exist, ignore its
constraints.)

4. If none of the previous posts failed, record the ordering
as a feasible possibility.

The above example describes pseudo-code for adding a
resource allocation 606 when a planning task requires a
multi-capacity FIFO resource, R, with capacity C, where C
represents a maximum allowable number of overlapping
(e.g., concurrent) allocations of resource R. Each allocation is
represented by a pair of time points (start, end) that are
assumed to be previously appropriately constrained relative
to each other (e.g., separated by a fixed duration). A planner
may evaluate all possible permutations of inserting a new
allocation in between two consecutive existing allocations, in
addition to trying to add the new allocation as the first or last
allocation. It may then add constraints between all allocations
within C allocations of the new allocation to ensure that any
two allocations with indexes separated by C do not overlap.
For instance, if C=5, then a first and a sixth allocation may not
overlap. Thus, there need not be more than C allocations of
resource R at any given time. It will be noted that the pseudo-
code is written in a non-deterministic style such that the
“select” operation may result in many possibilities, each of
which is explored separately with its own independent set of
temporal constraints. A “post” operation may detect that the
temporal constraints have become inconsistent, in which case
the possibility being explored may be abandoned (e.g.,
recorded as infeasible). Any remaining feasible orderings
may be added to a search queue. The planner may then take
into account all other planning constraints and select the best
ordering of allocations on R according to the given objective
function (e.g. maximize throughput of the manufacturing
plant, minimize execution time, etc.). It will be appreciated
that the foregoing may be easily modified to support non-
FIFO constraints, such as last-in-first-out (LIFO), random
access, and other types of capacitated resources.

It will be appreciated that various of the above-disclosed
and other features and functions, or alternatives thereof, may
be desirably combined into many other different systems or
applications. Also that various presently unforeseen or unan-
ticipated alternatives, modifications, variations or improve-
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ments therein may be subsequently made by those skilled in
the art which are also intended to be encompassed by the
following claims.

The invention claimed is:

1. A method of employing model-based planning of a
multi-capacity print sheet buffer for machine control, com-
prising:

evaluating a model of an ordered listing of allocations of a
multi-capacity color print sheet buffer, which buffers
fully printed color sheets as they await further action,
wherein the allocations are permitted to overlap each
other in time, wherein the multi-capacity color print
sheet buffer outputs buffered color print sheets to be
merged with more rapidly printed black and white
sheets;

selecting an insertion point for a new allocation into the
ordered listing of allocations of the multi-capacity color
print sheet buffer;

posting one or more temporal constraints that govern an
order of execution of allocations;

determining whether execution of the model is feasible
after insertion of the new allocation at the selected inser-
tion point; and

storing the model for comparison and/or execution if it is
feasible.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising comparing a
plurality of models, each with a different selected insertion
point for the new allocation.

3. The method of claim 2, further comprising evaluating the
plurality of models in parallel to minimize processing time.

4. The method of claim 2, further comprising selecting a
model for execution based on a level of feasibility relative to
other models.

5. The method of claim 4, further comprising executing the
selected model.

6. The method of claim 1, further comprising executing the
model.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more tempo-
ral constraints comprises a first-in-first-out constraint.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more tempo-
ral constraints comprises a serial constraint that ensures that
an Nth allocation is complete before the new allocation is
started, where N is an integer.

9. A system that facilitates model-based planning for a
multi-capacity print sheet buffer, comprising:

aplanner that selects an insertion point for a new allocation
into an ordering of existing allocations of the multi-
capacity color print sheet buffer, which buffers fully
printed color sheets as they await further action, wherein
the allocations are permitted to overlap each other in
time, and wherein the multi-capacity color print sheet
buffer outputs buffered color print sheets to be merged
with more rapidly printed black and white sheets;

a plan generator that specifies at least one temporal con-
straint on allocations of the multi-capacity color print
sheet buffer;

a plan tester that determines whether a new ordering of
allocations, which comprises the new allocation at the
selected insertion point, is feasible in view of the speci-
fied constraints; and

a memory that stores a model of the new ordering of allo-
cations of the multi-capacity print sheet buffer if the new
ordering of allocations does not violate the at least one
temporal constraint.

10. The system of claim 9, wherein the multi-capacity color

print sheet buffer is employed in a xerographic machine.
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11. The system of claim 10, wherein the ordering of allo-
cations is an ordering of pages to be passed through the sheet
buffer, and wherein the new allocation is a new page that is
inserted into the ordering of pages.

12. The system of claim 11, wherein the at least one tem-
poral constraint comprises a first-in-first-out (FIFO) con-
straint that ensures that a first page enters the sheet buffer
before a second page enters the sheet buffer, and leaves the
sheet buffer before the second page leaves the sheet butfer.

13. The system of claim 12, where the at least one temporal
constraint further comprises a capacity-based constraint that
ensures that a maximum capacity associated with the sheet
buffer is not exceeded.

14. The system of claim 13, wherein the capacity-based
constraint stipulates that a current page does not enter the
sheet buffer until an Nth preceding page has left the sheet
buffer, where N is an integer equal to the maximum capacity
of the sheet buffer.

15. The system of claim 9, wherein the plan tester deter-
mines whether the new ordering of the allocations of the
multi-capacity resource violates the at least one temporal
constraint.

16. The system of claim 15 wherein the planner abandons
the new ordering of allocations if the at least one temporal
constraint is violated.
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17. The system of claim 9, wherein the planner compares a
plurality of stored models and selects an optimal model for
execution to maximize throughput.

18. A print platform, comprising:

one or more xerographic components that execute instruc-
tions for performing a xerographic process;

aplanner that selects an insertion point for a new allocation
into an allocation ordering of a multi-capacity color
print sheet buffer that buffers fully printed color sheets
as they await further action, generates an updated allo-
cation ordering, and assigns at least one temporal con-
straint to govern the allocation ordering, wherein allo-
cations in the allocation ordering are permitted to
overlap each other in time, and wherein the multi-capac-
ity color print sheet buffer outputs buffered color print
sheets to be merged with more rapidly printed black and
white sheets; and

a plan tester that determines updated allocation ordering
feasibility as a function of whether the updated alloca-
tion ordering violates the at least one temporal con-
straint.



